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Why a report in 2003? Report format

% Domestic track
® Resources Flanning Act (RPA) authorizes
& penodic sssassment
= Stakehoider lattar to CEQ (March 11,1908

" makes logical sense fov the Forest Service

Lo tompae aend repon oo the slatus and irends of all
e doesl res ources of the cowalry.”

# Report has 5 sections
» Infroduction
w Analyses of the indicators
® Summarizing and Interpreding the information
= Examples of current aclions
» Transtion fowards sustainability

® Second section — 67 one-page
summaries of indicators
® Ona or ban graphlos
= What is ihe indicator and wiy is it imporant?
= What does the indicator show™?

= Roundizble on Suskanable Forasls -
Achian Plan fiar the Technical Work Group
[Senlesnner 30, 1900
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Availabiiity of Report

¥ Electronic version of report and
supporting technical documents are
available:

wwrw. 5. fed.usiresearchisustain

¥ Compact disks with National Report
and data report available on request

Findings ...

¥ On the cther hand:
u |noreasing recreation demand intaraacts with
decreasing ares avellable for free use
® Par capita consumption of woodipaper has
increasad
= Nortality has increased (but is still balow 34 of
pna parcent)
= Pasl decade has seen marg frequant abxws-
| awarage fire seasons
u Frapmentation is real (bt hard to interpred)

The available information ...

% Criterla and indicators adopted for this report
do nat include all the key driving forces
affacting the nation's forests

W Exgmpss of cressions: populstion growin rates, par

A tapia noome, and oot eeport Balanoes

¥ Data gaps exist for some indicators at the
national scale
® For some mdiaators, measummentd probosals and
manitanng prograrms di not exsl
u Refersnce conditions ane unailable for seme indcatars
u Ralziive values among indicssnrs ramain unciear

Findings ...

¥ On the one hand:
= For about 100 yaars thers has bean “no net
loss™ of forest (in aggregate}
u Net growth excaeds ramovals by 47%

® Wood fiber is used more afficienthy, including
racycling

w Private land supplies the majanity of limber
harvested

= Frequancy disiribulion of fres sizes has shifiad
toweard lerger trees

® hoat foresl area has ow soil enosion potantial

5 . Serious forest health concerns ...

& Concerns exist taday in many lecales about
forest health, condifion, and productivity
m Many fonaeis bave high fusl levals 1hal sre compromising
fiuman safely mnd ecosysbem beaith
= Everyragion of he U.5. has major problams wilh imvesive
ERBHEE

# Report does not contain “hot spot” analyses
identitying localities with severe problams
w Pubicinterest in *hot spot” analyses sugoests the thesa
e W Bl P fulues Aalknal regorts
® Guikding a dala base o lomes bealth, condbon, and

raguciivity the! S1ows mowing SCross Deooraphic scales
m hocal lo regional o nadonal condiions will be

E chalangng

A broad national perspective ...

¥ Report summarizes imformation at the national
scale aeross all ownerships

= Silustions diller widety armong different landowners
= Raport ipciEas on e maars. nal tha venances

¥ For a few indicators, data are available at the
regitmal scale or for specific ownership
categories
® Eastwarsus West 1o lomest cower types, tor esemple
u Hel grovdh by owmenshis group, for example
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. What can we say about the
. sustainability of the nation’s
. forests?

& Wa've learned what we know and what we dan't
knaw
m Much & known siout some (ndicatons
= Diata ere unevalabie end gaps exislfor oiher indicalons
» Filatve vales among indicalols are poordy undarsiood
¥ Report provides a firm foundation for future
|2 i efforts
[ = Indicalors are & common language for disliogue
® FREpon provides & commen base for shared lkaming
+ ® Report estabishes a bagafineg Tor judg g fulun progress

Challenges ...

¥ American public is interested in forest
sustainahbility at multiple scales
» A nationa rapor inevitebly obscures 1he

impartance of exdreme condilions existing in
soma localities

= Data bases and indicator anahrsas ama nesdad
that enable analyses to move across scales
from Iocal to national eo that both national
trends and localiregional “holspote™ are fully
displayed

Challenges ...

# Current Information for all 67 indicators
and a values-based dialogue about the
whole set of indicators are needad to
make a definitive statement about
sustainability (as defined by the Montreal
Process)

m Data for 11 indicalors are incomplete

m Data for 8 indicators wens modeled

® For other mdicators, data wers more than 5 years
old: in some casas much older

T

What are the Challenges
to Assessing the
Sustainability of
America’s Foresis?

Challenges ...

¥ Mosaic of forests in the ULS. is managed

by owners with diverse objectives,

operating within a complex framewaork of

federal, state, and local laws and

regulations, private property rights, and

public land management policies

w Linderstanding the linkages among these faclors
and their agaregats impadt is crilical to
understanding sustainability

Challenges ...

¥ Sustainable forest management is a
highly integrated and interdependent
concept that is incompletely understood

» The envirenmental, economic, and social
sphares axar jaint, simultaneous, and
inextricabla influences on foresls

= We do not fully understand how forests fenciion
within the environmental sphere noe how the 3
interinked apheres interact

& More gystems thinking is needed to understand
the struchure 2nd funclioning of these 3
intarlinked systems




Challenges ...

# Many initiatives o influence
sustainability have been undertaken at
tha local level and at other scales, yet

success staries have not been widely
shared

w Meed fo find ways to share what has bean
exparenced and leamed

m Shared lsaming will laad o

w» Balier inglruments Lo foster sustaInable tonast
TEnSgETent

a Fagter aming
» Helping shape fulung inngwstion end chanos

How does U.S. report compare to
reports from other Montreal
Process countries?

# World Forestry Congrass (Bepember 2003

L] Cwmrﬁammirun Australe, Ravcn, Russis, Lingusy
wang shaned

LR FES redeEsed indicalor BUmmMERes Br supporting
technical documants of ooty mpant

L5, coniribubed to ouandew repor tor &l Kionbms! Process
couines

¥ Much tha same vis-a-vis data availshility and
data gaps
® Al counties ara interested in shared laaming
u All rermain oommilted b impoviog over line
= Sea Montres! Procass wed sile for detais: wwe.mpd.og
Fal

Better data...
Better dialogue...
Better decisions...

# Discarning meaning depends on:

= W vou &, diflerent places hawe diferam condlisns
and reaines

® Wi you are, . ditferent people and cukures heva diffesent
wopl vigws-

= Wrel yau ara, . dffarent professions heva differan
undarstandings and different crgancabons hawve cifferent
rigsions el influgnca perspeciivas

¥ Roundtable on Sustainable Forests

® Werk Groups — Cornmunications & Outreach; and
Tachnicel
w Opparunilies — Bodh rational s regonal sctnaline
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Challenges ...

# Lack of regular, periodic monitoring
programs for all indicators has hindered
preparation of the report; and it will
hinder public dialogue about
sustainability in the coming years
= knpraving exisling nvermory and monlioring

programs by expanding thedr coverage,
assigning responsibifity, and providing funding
necessary o implemant them is assential if

existing data geps are to be eliminated in future
suetainabitity repore
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Next Steps Beyond the Report

¥ Reviewing and revising the criteria & Indicaiors
to Improve fulure reports

® |t=rzine process trough bopddown (inlematianal,
nationgl} ani bottarmiup (ragional, stEie. ksl Ectvites

¥ Improving national, regional, state, and local
level information

o Examiples: hor-brnber forsal procetts, rsgmentalion,
community ndicators. dadingiang

% Fastering sustainable foresl management on-
the-ground

= Dialcgue and action




